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Sir: 

Applicant respectfully requests a written interview summary confirming the telephone 
conferences held on November 6, 2001, November 7, 2001, November 29, 2001, December 19, 
2001, and January 2, 2001. It is respectfully requested that the interview summary confirm the 
reset response date for the October 10, 2001 Office Action. 

The undersigned spoke to the Examiner on November 6, 2001, informing him that the 
Office Action dated October 10, 2001, was incomplete because Berry et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,953,676) (hereinafter "Berry"), prior art relied upon by the Examiner in rejecting all of the 
claims, was missing pages. During this conversation, the undersigned requested that the period 
for response be reset according to M.P.E.P. § 710.06. 
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The Examiner telephoned the iindersigned on November 7, 2001 and stated that 
Applicant's request for a reset in the period for response would be granted, and that the period 
for response would be reset to some fiiture date when the Patent Office formally mails a 
complete copy of Berry. 

On November 28, 2001, the Examiner faxed the undersigned a complete copy of Berry. 
On the cover sheet accompanying this facsimile, the Examiner wrote that the Applicant's "time 
has been reset." On November 29, 2001, the Examiner informed the undersigned in a telephonic 
conference that the period for response would not be reset based on the November 28, 2001 
facsimile, but would still be reset to some future date when the Patent Office formally mails a 
complete copy of Berry. 

In another telephonic conference on December 19, 2001, the Examiner informed the 
undersigned that the Patent Office had mailed the reference on November 14, 2001, and that the 
period for response had been reset based on that mailing date. The undersigned informed the 
Examiner that the Applicant had not received the mailing described by the Examiner and 
requested a written Interview Summary detailing the substance of the foregoing telephonic 
interviews. The Examiner responded to this request in another telephonic interview on January 
2, 2002. 

In the January 2, 2002, telephonic interview, the Examiner informed the undersigned that 
the statements made during the December 19, 2001, telephonic interview were incorrect due to a 
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computer error. The Examiner explained that the Patent Office had, in fact, not yet mailed a 
complete copy of Berry, that this would still be done at some future date, and that the period for 
response would be reset based on that future mailing date. 

Applicant currently awaits receipt of the above described Patent Office mailing to remedy 
the deficiency in the Office Action dated October 10, 2001. 

In view of the foregoing, the record is entirely unclear regarding the three month 
response date. Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests a written Interview Summary of the 
above-described telephonic interviews. 

If the Examiner believes that any of Applicants statements are incorrect. Applicant 
requests that the Examiner inform the Applicant in writing. 

Applicant hereby petitions for any extension of time which may be required to maintain 
the pendency of this case, and any required fee, except for the Issue Fee, for such extension is to 
be charged to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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Registration No. 43,286 
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